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Figure 1. Project Area Location Map
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4.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

4.9.1 Environmental Setting

Due to significant damage incurred, the Camp Fire led to the demolition and
removal of most remnant structures and improvements on the project parcels. In
2022, Broadbent & Associates (Broadbent) conducted a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment (Phase I) of the project area (Broadbent 2022a). The Phase I identified
what remains at each of 7 parcels that make up the project area, as follows:

e 050-140-162 - This parcel consists of a damaged/deteriorating asphalt
driveway, concrete sidewalk remnants, intact metal railing surrounding a
concrete handicapped parking space, and a septic tank (condition unverified).

e 050-140-155 - The portion of the parcel that is north of Cypress Lane
consists of a large asphalt driveway and parking lot, an aboveground
concrete planter, two (2) metal gazebo structures, a fire hydrant (condition
unverified), and what appears to be a multi-tank septic field (condition
unverified). The portion of the parcel that is south of Cypress Lane is
unimproved. A worn dirt track runs north-south along the mid-to-western
boundary of the parcel.

e 050-140-161 - This parcel appears to be a segment of the north-adjacent
property and consists only of the partial driveway leading to the north-
adjacent property and a septic tank (condition unverified).

e 050-140-160 - A large asphalt parking lot remains intact at the entrance
adjacent to Clark Road. A septic tank (condition unverified) is located in the
middle of the parcel.

e 050-140-151 - This parcel is undeveloped.
e 050-140-050 - This parcel is undeveloped.

e 050-140-053 - The remnant of a dirt driveway and concrete path leading to
the former burn footprint remains in the center of this parcel.

The Phase I identified the potential for Recognized Environmental Conditions
(RECs), or Historical Recognized Environmental Conditions (HREC) as noted below.
Per the ASTM 15-21 Standard for Phase I Environmental Site Assessments,
RECs/HRECs result from past improper use, manufacturing, storage, and/or
disposal of hazardous or toxic substances. No residual contamination from the fire
was identified or is anticipated on the project area.

The Phase I described that a single, 500-gallon underground storage tank (UST)
had been identified at 1620 Cypress Lane (050-140-162) in the environmental
records that is considered a REC. This former UST is located within the project area
and its assumed location is beneath the parking lot. The UST contained kerosene
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4.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

4.11.1 Environmental Setting

The project is situated in a mostly residential portion of Paradise (see previous
Figure 2 for Town boundaries). The project is zoned C-S, Community Service - 10
dwelling units per net acre (Town of Paradise 2008). Maximum potential residential
densities shall not exceed fifteen dwelling units per gross acre if served by an
approved clustered wastewater treatment and disposal system. It is one of the
town’s primary land use designations used to provide low and moderate income
housing opportunities. Such properties are located in areas where residential use is
in proximity and the topography is not considered a significant constraint. This
zoning is intended for private uses which serve a community purpose or benefit the
community. While not specifically stated as an allowed use, new low-income and
senior housing can be developed with a site plan review permit by the Town of
Paradise. Existing development within and immediately adjacent to the project area
include residential, municipal, commercial, and park properties.

4.11.2 CEQA Checklist Summary
Would the project:

Impact

CEQA Question Determination

a) Physically divide an established community? No Impact

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with
any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Less Than Significant
Impact

4.11.3 Answers to CEQA Checklist Questions

a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact

The project would be constructed within the existing parcels and would not extend
roadways into surrounding areas. The project would not result in the physical
division of any established community or neighborhood, nor would it include
changes to the existing circulation network, only improvements to the existing
road. Therefore, there would be no impact related to physically dividing an
established community.
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b) Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

Less Than Significant Impact

The project is zoned C-S (Town of Paradise 2008). The project would construct 140
multi-family residential units at a density of approximately 6 units per gross acre,
far below the residential density maximum of 15 dwellings/gross acre (Paradise
Code of Ordinances 17.14.400). A primary reason for this lower density is much of
the site is set aside for creek and wetland protection, as well as leach fields. An
allowed use with a site plan review permit by the Town, the Town has specifically
intended this zone be used to provide housing affordable to low and moderate
income households.

The project proponent has confirmed that the project design and landscape plan will
be designed to comply with the Town guidelines. The Landscape plan is not yet
complete but must comply with relevant Town and Model Water Efficient Landscape
Ordinance regulations including those regarding trees. The plan is for one and two-
story buildings throughout the entire project site.

The 2022-2030 Housing Element identifies the policies and measures that the Town
will implement to ensure that housing in Paradise is affordable, safe, and decent
(Town of Paradise 2022c). The Housing Element addresses housing needs by
encouraging the provision of an adequate quantity of sites planned for multi-family
housing, preserving existing housing, rebuilding housing lost in the 2018 Camp
Fire, and increasing the safety and resiliency of housing. The site is located in an
area where residential use is in proximity and the topography is not considered a
significant constraint. The project will contribute to the Town’s goal of increasing
the number of affordable housing units and is consistent with the Housing Element's
goals of rebuilding housing lost in the Camp Fire.

The project would comply with the Town’s land use plan, policies, and regulations.
No adverse impacts have been identified in the other sections of this initial study
which cannot be mitigated, or that are in conflict with adopted plans and polices for
the protection of the environment. Because the project would comply with the
Town’s land use plan, policies, and regulations, as well as regulations administered
by the permitting agencies adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
environmental impacts, the project would not cause a significant environmental
impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation.
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4.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

4.12.1 Environmental Setting

Minerals are naturally occurring chemical elements or compounds, or groups of
elements and compounds, formed from inorganic processes and organic substances
including, but not limited to, coal, peat, and oil-bearing rock, but excluding
geothermal resources, natural gas, and petroleum.

According to the Department of Conservation (California Department of
Conservation 2015) there are no state or regional valuable mineral resources within
the Town.

4.12.2 CEQA Checklist Summary
Would the project:

Impact

o)A e e Determination

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the No Impact
residents of the state?

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local No Impact
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

4.12.3 Answers to CEQA Checklist Questions

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact

According to the Department of Conservation and the General Plan (Town of
Paradise 2008), there are no state or regionally valuable mineral resources within
the project boundary. The project would therefore not result in the loss of a known
mineral resource.

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other
land use plan?

No Impact

According to the Department of Conservation and the General Plan, there are no
resource recovery sites associated with the project; therefore, there would be no
impact.
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4.13 NOISE

4.13.1 Environmental Setting

Noise is defined as a sound or series of sounds that are intrusive, objectional, or
disruptive to daily life. Noise levels are measured to determine ambient noise and,
if necessary, take action to protect residents from objectionable noise. Since most
of the homes and businesses near the project were destroyed in the Camp Fire, the
noise environment is mostly dominated by natural sounds such as wind or bird
songs. Currently, there is light traffic on Clark Road, and traffic noise is minimal.
Traffic volumes, and commensurate sound levels, will increase as homes and
businesses are rebuilt near the project.

4.13.2 Regulatory Setting

Local

The Noise Element for the Town of Paradise has set thresholds to minimize noise
impacts on human activity to ensure health and safety within the community (Town
of Paradise 2008).

The Town of Paradise Code of Ordinances addresses construction or demolition
noise and requires “the operation of any tools equipment used in construction,
drilling, repair, alteration, or demolition work” must occur “between the hours

seven p.m. and six a.m. on weekdays or at any time on Sundays or holidays”

(Paradise Code of Ordinances 9.18.160).

4.13.3 CEQA Checklist Summary

Would the project result in:

Impact

CEQA Question Determination

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of Less Than Significant
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, Impact

or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne

_ No Impact
noise levels? P

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or
an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been No Impact
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?
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4.13.4 Answers to CEQA Checklist Questions

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Less Than Significant Impact

There are scattered homes within %4 mile of the project. Most of the existing lots
(where homes were destroyed) have not been rebuilt, but there are few homes on
Clark Road and Adams Road. Residents of the project will use private vehicles to
conduct daily life, and this will add to the existing noise environment. Vehicle trips
would be spread over the entire community and day, and the volumes were
considered in the Housing Element environmental review. At any given location the
noise increase from project-generated traffic would be imperceptible. The project
replaces a former congregate care facility and other services with 200 employees
(Town of Paradise 2022c), thus the net increase in VMT is expected to be minor.
The approval of the Housing Element adopted an MND that included a Noise
analysis (Town of Paradise 2022b). The Housing Element anticipates future traffic
noise increasing as the Town is rebuilt (Town of Paradise 2022c). This increased
traffic noise was not found to be a significant negative impact in the Housing
Element MND (Town of Paradise 2022b).

During construction, neighboring homes would be temporarily exposed to
construction equipment noise. This noise would come from heavy delivery trucks,
graders, excavators, backhoes, and loaders. The noisiest construction activity would
probably range from 77 dBA to 85 dBA at 50 feet. Most of the excavation and
heavy equipment use will occur well inside of the 24-acre project property. Single-
point source noise attenuates about 6 dBA with each doubling of distance. Thus, at
200 feet from the working equipment, noise could range from 65 dBA to 73 dBA,
and would continue to diminish with greater distance.

65 to 73 dBA is considered acceptable for short-term intermittent sources in
daylight hours. Grading and heavy equipment operation at the project will be short-
term, on weekdays, and in daylight hours. Consequently, construction activity for
the project would not exceed ambient noise level standards at sensitive receptors
such as neighboring homes.

After residents move into the new project housing, noise would be generated by
mechanical equipment, such as heating, ventilation, and air conditioning systems.
Sounds from outdoor activities by residents, such as conversation, might be
perceptible at the property boundary. The closest sensitive receptors to the site
include residences across Clark Road to the west and Adams Road to the south. The
project could also generate short-term noise from landscaping equipment such as
mowers and leaf blowers.
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b) Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

No Impact

Vibration is described in terms of frequency and amplitude. Construction vibration is
generally associated with pile driving and rock blasting. Occasionally, large
bulldozers and heavy equipment can cause perceptible vibration levels in close
proximity. For safety reasons, only construction workers will be allowed on site
when work is occurring, so no residents could be near bulldozers or heavy
equipment. No blasting or pile driving is anticipated for this new housing, so there
would be no vibration or groundborne noise impacts off the project site.

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact

There are no airports near the project area. Paradise Skypark Airport (CA92), a
private field, is approximately 4.8 miles south of the project (Figure 12). The
airport has about 40 flights a day, primarily single-engine general aviation (AirNav
2022).

Airport noise contours were generated for the Butte County General Plan as shown
below (Figure 13; Butte County 2019).

During emergencies such as wildland fires, air-attack aircraft may use the Skypark
field, but this would be an infrequent event, perhaps once every few years. As
noted above, the project is about 4.8 miles beyond the area affected by airplanes
using the Paradise Skypark. Therefore, there would be no aircraft noise affecting
residents or workers in the vicinity of the project.
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4.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

4.14.1 Environmental Setting

The Camp Fire led to a population decrease from 26,581 as of January 1, 2018, to
4,474 as of January 1, 2019 (California Department of Finance 2016-2020).
Population has since increased to 6,046 as of January 1, 2021 (Town of Paradise
2022c). Before the Camp Fire, the Town was projected to reach a population of
29,547 by 2030, a growth rate of 0.7 percent per year (Town of Paradise 2022c).
Many factors, including economic development, will govern how rapidly Paradise
returns to former population numbers.

The Housing Element provides a blueprint to develop up to 7,179 dwelling units
(DUs) town wide, with 6,837 of those units being replacement DUs for those lost in
the fire, and with an expectation that up to 3,075 DUs would be constructed by
2030.

4.14.2 CEQA Checklist Summary
Would the project:

. Impact
e e Determination

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and Less Than Significant
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads Impact

or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,

L . . No Impact
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? P

4.14.3 Answers to CEQA Checklist Questions

a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Less Than Significant Impact

The project would directly generate population growth via the development of 140
new affordable housing units. Utilizing data provided by the California Department
of Finance (2019), the Town has an average of 2.30 persons per household. When
applying the average household size to the project, the project, once constructed,
would generate a population of approximately 322 residents. Even if these are all
new residents to the Town, the population would remain well below General Plan
assumptions. The project would contribute to the goals and policies in the Housing
Element (Town of Paradise 2022c) and is consistent with the zoning for the site.
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The project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in the Town,
resulting in a less than significant impact.

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact

The project site is vacant. The project would provide new housing on the site. It
does not propose any removal of existing housing that would result in displacement
of persons or housing and would therefore not require construction or replacement
of housing elsewhere. Consequently, the project would have no impact on
displacement.
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4.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

4.15.1 Environmental Setting
Fire Protection

The Paradise Fire Department and Butte County CalFire serve the project area. The
Paradise Fire Department provides 24-hour emergency response for medical
emergencies, fire suppression, and disaster response. CAL FIRE also maintains their
own stations in Paradise and the neighboring community of Magalia. These
resources are available to assist with the Town’s fire protection efforts as
necessary. Butte County Fire Station 35 is located approximately 0.2 miles west of
the site.

Police Protection

The Paradise Police Department (PPD) serves the project area. In case of
emergencies and non-emergency calls, the community can reach an on-call first
responder. The Patrol Operations unit currently has 15 authorized sworn patrol
officers and five sergeants. The police station is located approximately 3.7 miles
southwest of the project site.

Medical Facilities

Adventist Health Feather River Health Center is a hospital located off Skyway, 4.6
miles southwest of the project site. Adventist’'s comprehensive medical services
include behavioral health/psychiatry, dental, dermatology, endocrinology,
laboratory, medical imaging, orthopedics, pediatrics, podiatry, primary care, and
specialty care.

Schools

Paradise Ridge Elementary School (1.5 miles southeast), Paradise Charter Middle
School (1.2 miles southwest), and Paradise High School (2.6 miles southwest) in
the Paradise Unified School District, would serve the students within the project
area. Due to the 2018 Camp Fire, multiple school sites are undergoing
improvements, supported by local Measure Y, which will expand and improve the
current school infrastructure. The Paradise Unified School District provides bus
transportation in the area.

Parks

Prior to the Camp Fire, Paradise Recreation and Park District (PRPD) served over
50,000 individuals in the Town and the nearby foothills. The PRPD maintains 73
acres of developed parkland and another 358 acres of natural open space. Park
facilities include swimming pools, fishing pond, play fields, horse arena, archery
range, ropes course, walking trails, picnic areas, tennis courts, playgrounds, open-
use areas, and a recreation center (PRPD 2022). The closest parks to the project
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As discussed in 4.9 Hazards and Hazardous Resources, the project could
encounter petroleum hydrocarbon in soils. Implementation of Mitigation Measure
HAZ-1 would reduce potential impacts to less than significant levels. The project
could have potential soil vapor intrusion; however, with the implementation of
Mitigation Measure HAZ-2, impacts would be reduced to less than significant
levels by the implementation of a soil vapor monitoring plan to address the extent
of vapor impacts and degradation of kerosine impacted soil and/or groundwater.
Implementation of best management practices and compliance with State and
federal regulations protecting human and environmental health during construction,
such as preparation of a SWPPP and Spill Prevention Plan, would be implemented,
as well as standard construction controls. Therefore, there would be a less than
significant impact to human beings with mitigation incorporated.
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Section 5 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

CEQA requires review of any project that could have significant adverse effects on
the environment. In 1988, CEQA was amended to require reporting on and
monitoring of mitigation measures adopted as part of the environmental review
process. This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) is designed to aid
MHC in their implementation and monitoring of measures proposed in the IS for the
project.

Table 4 provides details of the MMRP. The mitigation measures are taken from the
IS and are assighed the same number as in the IS. The MMRP describes the actions
that must take place to implement each mitigation measure, the timing of those
actions, and the entities responsible for implementing and monitoring the actions.
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Table 4. Mitigation and Monitoring Plan

Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

BIO-1

The project proponent shall
implement the following standard U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Mitigation and Avoidance Measures to
prevent mortality of individual red-
legged frog that may be found
breeding, migrating across, or
aestivating on the proposed project
sites during proposed project
activities. These measures will also
effectively protect foothill yellow-
legged frogs from impacts.

e Preconstruction surveys for
California red-legged and foothill
yellow-legged frog shall be
completed within 48 hours prior to
commencement of any earth-
moving activity, construction, or
vegetation removal within project
sites, whichever comes first. The
preconstruction survey shall
include two nights of nocturnal
surveys in areas of suitable
habitat.

e If any California red-legged and
foothill yellow-legged frog are
encountered during the surveys,

MHC;
Contractor

Town of Paradise

Prior to
Construction

Verified by:
Date:
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Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

all work in the work area shall be
placed on hold while the findings
are reported to the CDFW and
USFWS and it is determined what,
if any, further actions must be
followed to prevent possible take
of this species.

Where construction will occur in
California red-legged and foothill
yellow-legged frog habitat where
frogs are potentially present, work
areas will be fenced in a manner
that prevents equipment and
vehicles from straying from the
designated work area into
adjacent habitat areas. A qualified
biologist will assist in determining
the boundaries of the area to be
fenced in consultation with the
Town, USFWS, and CDFW. All
workers will be advised that
equipment and vehicles must
remain within the fenced work
areas.

An USFWS authorized biologist

will direct the installation of the
fence and will conduct biological
surveys to move any individuals
of these species from within the
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Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

fenced area to suitable habitat
outside of the fence. Exclusion
fencing will be at least 24 inches
in height. The type of fencing
must be approved by the
authorized biologist, the USFWS,
and CDFW. This fence should be
permanent enough to ensure that
it remains in good condition
throughout the duration of the
construction project on the project
site. It should be installed prior to
any site grading or other
construction-related activities are
implemented. The fence should
remain in place during all site
grading or other construction-
related activities. The frog
exclusion fence could be "silt
fence” that is buried along the
bottom edge.

If at any time individuals of these
species are found within an area
that has been fenced to exclude
these species, activities will cease
until the authorized biologist
moves the individuals.

If any of these species are found
in a construction area where
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Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

fencing was deemed unnecessary,
work will cease until the
authorized biologist moves the
individuals. The authorized
biologist in consultation with
USFWS and CDFW will then
determine whether additional
surveys or fencing are needed.
Work may resume while this
determination is being made, if
deemed appropriate by the
authorized biologist.

Any individuals found during
clearance surveys or otherwise
removed from work areas will be
placed in nearby suitable,
undisturbed habitat. The
authorized biologist will determine
the best location for their release,
based on the condition of the
vegetation, soil, and other habitat
features and the proximity to
human activities.

Clearance surveys shall occur
daily in the work area.

The authorized biologist will have
the authority to stop all activities
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Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

until appropriate corrective
measures have been completed.

To ensure that diseases are not
conveyed between work sites by
the authorized biologist or his or
her assistants, the fieldwork code
of practice developed by the
Declining Amphibian Populations
Task Force will be followed at all
times.

Project activities shall be limited
to daylight hours, except during
an emergency, in order to avoid
nighttime activities when
California red-legged and foothill
yellow-legged frog may be
present. Because dusk and dawn
are often the times when
California red-legged and foothill
yellow-legged frog are most
actively foraging and dispersing,
all construction activities should
cease one half hour before sunset
and should not begin prior to one
half hour before sunrise.

Traffic speed should be
maintained at 10 miles per hour
or less in the work area.
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Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

BIO-2

The project will implement the
following measures to protect nesting
birds:

1.

If any construction activities (e.g.,
clearing, grubbing, or grading) are
scheduled during the bird nesting
season (February 1 to September
1), the approved construction
contractor shall retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a pre-
construction survey of the project
area, no more than 14 days prior
to the beginning of tree and
vegetation removal or ground
disturbing activities. A copy of the
survey shall be submitted to the
Town prior to the start of
construction activities..

If nesting birds are detected within
the project area during the survey,
consultation with CDFW and
USFWS is recommended to
establish acceptable avoidance or
minimization measures to avoid
impacts to migratory birds and
raptors. Avoidance measures could
include the establishment of a
suitable activity-free buffer around
active nests/roosting sites. The
size of the buffer, duration of
buffer, acceptable activities, and

MHC, Contractor

Town of Paradise

Prior to
Construction

Verified by:
Date:
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PLAN

CYPRESS FAMILY AND SENIOR HOUSING PROJECT

TowN OF PARADISE

Mitigation
Measure

Mitigation Activities

Implemented
By

Monitored By

Timing and
Frequency

Verification
of
Compliance

other details will be established
through consultation with the
CDFW and USFWS. The avoidance
or minimization plan shall be
submitted to the Town, CDFW, and
USFWS for review and approval
prior to the start of construction
activities.

BIO-3

Prior to constructing the project, MHC
will determine the exact quantity of
aquatic resources to be impacted and
will obtain regulatory permits from the
USACE (Section 404 permit), CDFW
(Streambed Alteration agreement),
and RWQCB (Section 401 permit) to
comply with federal and state
regulations. MHC will purchase
mitigation bank credits or provide on-
site mitigation/restoration for impacts
to aquatic resources at a ratio agreed
to between the Town, USACE,
RWQCB, and CDFW.

MHC, Contractor

Town of Paradise

Prior to
Grading
Permit

Verified by:
Date:

HAZ-1

A soil management plan (SMP)
shall be prepared to protect
construction workers and address
the disposition of any soils that are
encountered that may be

MHC, Contractor

Town of Paradise

Prior to and
during
Construction

Verified by:
Date:
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https://www.airnav.com/airport/CA92
https://www.buttecounty.net/dds/Planning/General-Plan/Chapters
https://bcaqmd.org/wp-content/uploads/CEQA-Handbook-Appendices-2014.pdf
https://bcaqmd.org/wp-content/uploads/CEQA-Handbook-Appendices-2014.pdf
http://www.bcag.org/documents/planning/RTP%20SCS/2020%20RTP%20SCS/SEIR/_2020%20RTP%20-%20SCS%20SEIR.pdf
http://www.bcag.org/documents/planning/RTP%20SCS/2020%20RTP%20SCS/SEIR/_2020%20RTP%20-%20SCS%20SEIR.pdf
https://files.ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/268163-1/attachment/HxzSwkYxib1E8RfZSKwvhd_RqGXZgUXTtcgYIU_5b1u0n9_vmyObcpPw3kKNgF7qHA3qDcE3F57X_g190
https://files.ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/268163-1/attachment/HxzSwkYxib1E8RfZSKwvhd_RqGXZgUXTtcgYIU_5b1u0n9_vmyObcpPw3kKNgF7qHA3qDcE3F57X_g190
https://files.ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/268163-1/attachment/HxzSwkYxib1E8RfZSKwvhd_RqGXZgUXTtcgYIU_5b1u0n9_vmyObcpPw3kKNgF7qHA3qDcE3F57X_g190
http://www.blinetransit.com/
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/pubs/reports/2000_2019/ghg_inventory_trends_00-19.pdf
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/pubs/reports/2000_2019/ghg_inventory_trends_00-19.pdf
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=mlc
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=mlc



https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/geohazards/eq-zapp
https://dof.ca.gov/reports/demographic-reports/american-community-survey/#ACS2020x5
https://dof.ca.gov/reports/demographic-reports/american-community-survey/#ACS2020x5
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/media/6650/fhszl_map4.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
http://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbyutil.aspx
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/basin_plans/sacsjr_201902.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/basin_plans/sacsjr_201902.pdf
https://app.box.com/s/qoz47iu7vylkoswtqoewz0wkxukbjpll
https://research.noaa.gov/article/ArtMID/587/ArticleID/2455/RISING-EMISSIONS-DRIVE-GREENHOUSE-GAS-INDEX-INCREASER
https://research.noaa.gov/article/ArtMID/587/ArticleID/2455/RISING-EMISSIONS-DRIVE-GREENHOUSE-GAS-INDEX-INCREASER
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/resources/data-and-reports/web-soil-survey



https://www.paradiseprpd.com/about-us
https://bcaqmd.org/wp-content/uploads/2021-Triennial-AQAP_BCC-Approved.pdf
https://bcaqmd.org/wp-content/uploads/2021-Triennial-AQAP_BCC-Approved.pdf
https://www.latimes.com/local/california/la-me-camp-fire-deathtrap-20181230-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/local/california/la-me-camp-fire-deathtrap-20181230-story.html
https://www.townofparadise.com/ru/page/paradise-tree-removal-program
https://www.townofparadise.com/planning/page/town-paradise-general-plan
https://www.townofparadise.com/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community/page/22311/2011_town_of_paradise_eop_w_supporting_docs-final_1-12.pdf
https://www.townofparadise.com/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community/page/22311/2011_town_of_paradise_eop_w_supporting_docs-final_1-12.pdf
https://www.townofparadise.com/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community/page/22311/2011_town_of_paradise_eop_w_supporting_docs-final_1-12.pdf
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